DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 036 905 EA 002 800
AUTHOR Bodley, Joanne H.; Goodenough, Linda

TITLE Valuation of Prcperty.

INSTITUTION National Education Association, Washington, D.C.

PUB DATE Jul 69

NOTE 18p.

AVAILABLE FROM National Education Association, 1201 Sixteenth Sta,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036 (Stock No. 431-22818,

$.55)
EDRS PRICE EDRS Price MF-$0.25 HC Not Available from EDRS.
DESCRIPTORS *Assessed Valuation, *City Government, Comparative

Statistics, National Surveys, *Property Appraisal,
*School Taxes, *State Government, Tables (Data), Tax
Effort, Tax Rates, Tax Support

ABSTRACT

This report describes property tax revenues and
assessment rates for all 50 States during 1966. The following
information is summarized by State and by class of property: (1) The
total valuation and the taxable valuation of property subject to
local general property taxation and the percent distribution of total
valuation by class cf property; (2) the major types of tangible
personal property subject to local general property taxes; (3) the
number of parcels of real property by major-use class and percent
distribution; and (4) the ratios of assessed values of transferred
real property to sales prices. The recommendations of the nonpartisan
Adviscry Ccmmission on Intergovernmental Relations (ACIR), aimed at
reducing the inequalities inherent in the present local property tax

system, are summarized. Related documents are EA 002 525 and EA 002
801. (JH)

AR STt A2 b T S SR A R LT

J oM s AT R RN R e T ey




RO s Mo Ly T

YT, e,

PROCESS WITH MICROFICHE AND
PUBLISHER'S PRICES.
FICHE REPRODUCTION ONLY.

RESEARCH DIVISION

Perznission to reproduce this copyrighted woerk has been
granted to the Educational Resources Information Center
(ERIC) and to the organization operating under contract
with the Office o1 Education to reproduce documents in-
cluded in the ERIC system by means of microfiche only,
but this right is not conferred to any users of the micro-
fiche recéived from the ERIC Document Reproduction
Service. Further rcproduction of any part requires per-

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATI( mission of the copyright owner.

July 1969

VALUATION OF PROPERTY

In the fiscal year 1966, the property tax re-
ceipts of all state and local governments totaled
424,670 million, of which $834 million was state
revenue and $23,836 million was local government
revenue. As shown in Table 1, property tax receipts
have more than doubled in the l0-year fiscal period
from 1956 to 1966. The increase resulted from
higher levies on property and also from increased
assessed values. The higher assessments reflect
the rise in market prices of pcoperty and values of
new construction and land-use change.

The property tax is still the one important
local tax source of school district revenue. In
fiscal 1967, the independent school districts col-
lected $10.9 billion, or 98.6 percent, of their lo-
cally collected tax revenue from property taxes.l

As the base of the property tax, assessments
are important to local financing of schools. As-
sessments have additional importance in school fi-
nance because they are used as an indicator cf fis-
zal ability in formulas for the distribution of
state aid. The dollar aggregate of assessed values
of a school district compared to the valuations of
other local school districts is a measure of local
fiscal ability only when the assessed values among
the districts are equalized. Assessed values are
not an adequate measure of local fiscal ability in
many states because the taxing districts assess
property at different percents of full market value.

This report summarizes state information from
the U. S. Bureau of the Census on gross and taxable
assessed values, the number of parcels of real prop-
erty, and the ragtio which the assessed value is of
current worth.2:

The latter--the assessment-sales ratio--is
probably of most importance to the state and local
associations that are working on legislative pro-
grams: to secure adequate fimancial support for

1/ U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census. Finances of School Districts. Census of
Governments: 1967. Vol. IV, No. 1. Washington,
D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1967. (Prelimi-
nary figures)

2/ U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census. Taxable Property Values. Census of Govern-
ments: 1967. Vol. II. Washington, D.C.: Govern-
ment Printing Office, September 1968. 163 p.
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schools from both state and local tax sources; to
secure equitable distribution of the tax burden for
the support of schools among the taxing districts;
and to distribute the burden of support of the
state school system among property, income, and
sales taxes at the state and local levels.

Comparative figures were not available on the
value of the base of the general property tax in
the several states until a comprehensive survey of
property subject to the local general property tax
was included in the 1957 Census of Governments=
and, more recently, in the 1962 and 1967 Census of
Governments. The 1957 data were summarized in a
report of the NEA Committee on Tax Education and
School Finance.}’ The 1962 data were summarized in
a repor; by the NEA Committee on Educational Fi-
nance.2/ This report, which summarizes the 1967
data, largely updates the previous publication.

The major items of information reported in the
latest study by the Bureau are summarized here by
state and by class of property as follows:

® The total valuation and the taxable valua-
tion of property (real and personal) subject
to local general property taxation and the
percent distribution of total valuation by
class of property (Tables 2 through 6)

o The major types of tangible personal proper-
ty subject to local general property taxes
(Table 7)

e The number of parcels of real property by
major-use class and percent distribution
(Tables 8 and 9)

3/ U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census. Taxable Property Values. 1957 Census of
Governments, Vol. V. Washington, D.C.: Government
Printing Office, June 1959. 145 p.

4/ Wational Fducation Association, Committee on
Tax Education and School Finance. Valuation of
Property: Assessment and Sales Prices Compared.
Washington, D.C.: the Association, January 1959.
33 p.

5/ National Education Association, Committee on
Educational Finance. Valuation of Property. CEF
Report No. 10. Washington, D.C.: the Association,
May 1964. 16 p.
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TABLE 1.--PROPERTY TAX REVENUES, 1957 TO 1966

Amount Percent of all
(in millions) tax revenue
Year State Local State Local
and only and onl
local local y
1 2 3 4 5
1965-663/ $24,570 $23,836 43,.5% 87.1%
1964-65:J 22,583 21,817 44,1 86.9
1963-64 21,241 20,519 44,5 87.2
1963 20,089 19,401 45.4 87.5
1962 19,054 18,414 45.9 87.7
1961 18,002 17,370 46,3 87.7
1960 16,405 15,798 45.4 87.4
1959 14,983 14,417 46.3 87.2
1958 14,047 13,514 46,2 87.4
1957 12,864 12,385 44,6 86,7
Source:

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Cen-
sus, Taxable Property Values. Census of Govern-
ments: 1967. Vol, 2, Washington, D.C.: U.,S.
Government Printing Office, September 1968, P. 2.

g/ Dara are for governmental fiscal years ended
during the pericd July through June; for prior
years, data are for governmental fiscal years ended
during the calendar year.

® The ratios of assessed values of transferred

real property to sales prices (Tables 10
and 11).

Assessments for the General
Property Tax

The gross assessed value of all property sub-
Ject to the general property tax rose from $367.3
billion in 1961 to $499.0 billion in 1966. These
figures include all property subject to the general
property tax whether state or locally assessed.
The valuations include all taxable real estate, the
value of the exempt and taxable portions of all
property which is partially +fax exempt, and all
personal property subject to the general property
tax. The gross assessed values for each state are
shown in Table 2. (Tables 2-12 follow text.)

After the deduction of the value of the tax-
exempt portion of partially taxable property, the
taxable assessed value, which:was the base of the
local general property tax in 1966, amounted to
$484.1 billion. The 1966 property taxes of local
governments were levied on this taxable assessed
value. The assessed values subject to taxation
(after deduction of exemptions) are shown in Ta-
ble 3 by the government which makes the assessment,
by type of property, and by state. These valuations
were officially set in 1966. Table 3 shows the pei-

cent distribution of the taxable assessments in Ta-
ble 2.

The nationwide aggregate of taxable assessed
values in 1966 shows a marked rise during the five-
year interval--from $354.0 billion in 1961 to

$484.1 billion in 1966, or $130.1 hillion. Taxable
assessed values increased by 36.8 percent in the
five-year period, or at an average arnual rate of
6.5 percent. Property tax revenue rose at a simi-
lar rate--37.0 percent from 1961 to 1966, at an an-
nual rate averaging 6.5 percent.

Property assessment is primarily a function of
local governments. Certain types of property, how-
ever, are commonly assessed by a state agency. Rail-
roads and other public utilities, which present dif-
ficult problems of assessment and allocation of val-
ues, form the bulk of the state-assessed property
in most of the 39 states with state-set valuations.
These valuations are allocated by the state agency
amcng the local taxing jurisdictions and are added
to tie local assessment rolls.

The following shows the value of the taxable
property assessed by state and local governments,
by type of property included in the local general
property tax base, for 1961 and 1966:

Amount (billioms)

Taxable assessed value 1966 1961
o o $484.1  $355.7
State assesSed viveeeecencnnnenn 41.6 27.8

Railroads ....evevnveanns Ceeee 5.1 5.9

Other public utilities ....... 25.0 18.8

All other ..vieeenninnennennns 11.5 3.1

Locally assessed «..eveeennnaans 442.5 327.9

Real property ..eeeeeeeeeceeens 378.9 271.4

Personal property ...c.ceeees. 63.6 56.5
Percent

1966 1961

Total civeirinieeennncenennnenns 100.0% 100.0%

State assessed .veveveeninnenen. 8.6 7.6
Railroads ...veiveeeeennnnennen 1.1 1.7
Other public utilities ....... 5.2 5.3
All other ..iveveeernneennenn, 2.4 0.9

Locally assessed c.vvevnveceenn, 9i.4 92.2
Real property .e.eeevevecese.. 78.3 76.3
Personal property ......... ‘oo 13.1 15.9

State-Assessed Property

There is no state assessment of property for
the local general property tax in nine states: Alas-
ka, Conneticut, Delaware, Michigan, New Hampshire,
Penncylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Wisconsin.
In Hawaii, all assessments are made by a state agen-
¢y but values have been shown as "locally assessed"
for comparability with data for other states. Rail-
road property is centrally assessed for general
property taxation in 37 states. The operating prop-
erty of other public utilities is assessed by a cen-
tral agency in 38 states. In 16 states, some types
of properties other than public utilities are sub-
ject to assessment by a state agency. (Table 3)

The value of property assessed by a state agen-
cy represented one-fourth nr more of the local tax
base in nine states: Arizona, Idaho, Louisiana,
Mississippi, New Mexico, Ohio, South Carolina, Utah,
and Wyoming. In Arizona, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyo-
ming, mining properties comprise a substantial For-
tion of state-assessed property; and in South Caro-
lina, textile and other manufacturing property.
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State-assessed property in most other states consists

of railrcads and other public utilities. (Table 4)

Exempt Property

The value of property which is not subject to
the general prcyerty tax base is not included in
this survey. Nontaxable real property is most fre-
quently governmental property or property which is
used for a publicly beneficial purpose, such as
church property, nonprofit hospitals, and education-
al institutions. In four states--Delaware, Hawaii,
New York, and Pennsylvania--personal property is not
included in the general property tax base.

Most states exclude some particular classes of
property from local general proper:y taxation. The
exemption or inclusion of certain types of tangible
personal property is shown by state in Table 7. 1In
some states, new industrial plants are given tempo-
rary exemption in order to attract new industry.

The difficulty of locating and assessing intan-
gible personal property for general property taxa-
tion has resulted in its frequent exclusicn from
the general property tax base. All intangible prop-
erty is legally part of the base for general prop-
erty taxation in only 10 states: Alaska (at local
option), Arkansas, Illinois, Louisiana, Montana,

New Mexico, Tenressee, Texas, West Virginia, and
Wyoming. In six other states, only certain types
of intangible personal property are legally subject
to local assessment for general property taxation:
Alabama, Georgia, Idaho, Mississippi, Nevada, and
North Dakota. Twenty states have special (as dis-
tinct from general) property taxation for all or
certain types of intangibles. The remaining 15
states and the District of Columbia do not dpply
property taxation to intangibles.

Partially Exempt Property

Partial exemptions from local general property
taxation have been granted in 25 states. A few
states accounted for a large part of the $14.9 bil-
lion of partially tax-exempt property. Homestead
exemptions allowed in six states totaled $9.0 bil-
lion: Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Louisiana, Missis-
sippi, and Oklahoma. Florida accounts for more than
three-fifths (62 percent) of the homestead exemp-
tions. Eleven states allow property tax exemp-
tions to all veterans, or to disabled veterans, to-
taling $2.1 billion. Seventeen states reported a
total valuation in other partial exemptions of $3.8
billion, including exemptions of household goods,
real property of elderly persons, and other.

Taxable Property Valuations

The gross value subject to tax is distributed
by major-use class of property in dollar amounts in
Table 5 and in percents in Table 6. The distribu-
tions are given only for gross value (becfore the
deduction of partial exemption) because the exempt
portion could not be distributed among the major-
use classes of property. The distribution of gross
assessed value by state and local assessment and by

3

major-use class of real property for 1966 is sam-
marized as follows:

Percent
Amount distri-

Type and major use (millions) bution

Total gross assessed value .. $498,962  100.0%
State assesSed ..cerecccncens 41,592 8.3
Locally assessed personalty . 64,175 12.9
Locally assessed realty ..... 393,193 78.8
Residential nonfarm ....... 236,328 47 .4
Acreage and farms ......... 43,382 8.7
Vacant 1otS ceeeecesccccnns 10,242 2.1
Commercial and industrial . 97,184 19.5
Other and unallocable ..... 6,045 1.2

Number of Locally Assessed Properties

Nearly 75 million parcels of taxable real es-
tate were on the local assessment rolls in 1966.
Parcels of taxable property vary greatly in size,
value, a.'d use.

The count of parcels indicates only the number
~f separate parcels on which the local assessors
place a value for local tax purposes. It doas not
include real estate which is fully tax exempt, real
estate which is assessed by an agency of the state
government, property which is defined by state law
as personal rather than r=al property, and property
which is subject to an alternate tax, instead of
the property tax, according to the laws of the sev-
eral states.

For the United States as a whole, residential
nonfarm properties outnumber all other use classes
of real estate. Their proportion of the total
shifted upwards slightly from 55.4 percent in 1961
to 56.6 percent in 1966, with most of the change
accounted for by an increase in single-family
houses. The following summarizes the distribution
of the major-use classes of taxable parcels of
realty in the United States. A similar distribution
is given by state in Tables 8 and 9.

Parcels of taxable property

Number Percent of total
(in thousands) 1966 1961
1966 1961
Residential non-
farm ceeeececene 42,329 37,336 56.6%  55.47
Acreage and farms. 14,085 13,348 18.8 19.8
Vacant 1otS «..e. 14,250 12,876 19.0 19.1
Commercial and in-
dustrial ....... 2,487 2,508 3.3 3.7
Other and unallo-
cable ..ceeeeene 1,679 1,381 2.2 2.0
Total cveeveocne 74,832 67,449 100.0% 100.0%

The following is a brief description of each
of the major-use classes of locally assessed real
property as used in this report:
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Residential property (nonfarm) includes pre-
dominantly single-family houses but also includes
apartments, flats, duplexes, etc. It excludes ho-
tels, which are included with commercial proper-
ties.

Acreage and farm properties comprise individ-
ual properties which are described on local tax
rolls in terms of acreage rather than as lots.
Such properties are mainly agricultural, but they
also include unimproved timber land, mineral land
(in some states), and wasteland, as well as rural
residential properties.

Vacant lots include those local assessments
showirg an assessed value for land but no improve-
ment value, and described as lots rather than as
acreage.

Commercial properties include stores, hotels
and motels, office buildings, gasoline stations and
commercial garages, warehouses, theaters, banks,
and other commercial enterprises.

Industrial properties include factories, food
Processing plants, mills, mines, quarries, and the
like; and utility property where it is locally as-
sessed as realty.

Other and unallocable include surface and sub-
surface rights to property, such as mineral, timber,
and oil rights, where they are separately conveyed
and separately assessed as real property. Proper-
ties which could not be fitted into any of the pre-
ceding categories are also included.

Information relative to the number of owners
of real estate is not available from this survey.
One owner may hold the deed to several contiguous
or noncontiguous parcels of the same or different
classes of property. Hence, the figures given here
on parcels of property are not indicative of the
number of owners of real estate who pay taxes or the
numbers of types of establishments, i.e., farms,
commercial, etc.

Assessment-Saies Ratios

Assessments are commonly set at a dollar value
well below the current market value of real estate.
No standard ratio of assessments to current market
value prevails among the states or among the taxing
Jurisdictions within many of the states.

Real property tax assessments were at a nation
al average of 32.5 percent of total market values
estimated at $1,210 billion in 1966. Assessments
have not risen quite as fast as sales prices. In
1961 the nationwide sales assessment was 29 percent
of an cstimated $970 billion in market values of
all locally assessed real property.

The 1967 Census of Governments undertook a
sample survey by state of the assessment-sales
ratios in use in 1966 for several classes of trans-
ferred real property. These ratios were based on
actual assessed value shown on local tax records
and the sales price as reported by the buyer or
seller of the property for parcels of real property
which had been sold over a six-month period in 1966.

The Bureau of the Census reports four measure-
ments of average ratios based on their survey. Two
of these ratios--the simple sales-based average
ratio and the size-weighted average ratio--are in-
cluded in this report because they are available
for most major-use classes. The simple sales-based
average ratios given in Table 10 are derived by
dividing the total assessed value of sold proper-
ties by the aggregate of their sales prices. The
size-weighted average ratios are derived by divid-
ing the state-wide amount of assessed value (of
ezch distinct value-size class of property) by the
percentage assessment ratio for sold properties of
of the same type and value size, adding to obtain
a state-wide total, and dividing that total into
the state-wide aggregate of assessed value for the
particular type of property. The ratios are given
for residential nonfarm properties, single-family
nonfarm houses (not previously occupied), acreage
and farm properties, vacant lots, and commercial
and industrial properties combined. The following
is a summary of the distribution of the ratios in
Table 10 by major-use classes of real estate.

Residential nonfarm

Range of ratios .......icvvviviieinene. 5.3-90.52

Number of states with ratios of:
Less than 15 percent .........c..000.. 5
15.0 to 24.9 percent ........c..000... 15
25.0 to 39.9 percent .........0.00.... 15
40.0 percent and OVer ........eeeeoe.. 16
Total ..viviiiiniiiiiennnnnennnnnaens B1

Acreage and farm

Range of ratios .evviveiinniinnnnnnnnnn. 3.6-61.2%

Number of states with ratios of:
Less than 15 percent .........c000ve.. 24

15.0 to 24.9 percent ........000eu.... 14
25.0 to 39.9 percent ........000vve... 10
40.0 percent and over ................ 3

L 2 51

Vacant lots

Range of ratios .....vvviiinnnnnnnnnnnn. 4.3-65.6%

Number of states with ratios of:
Less than 15 percent ......ccvvvveen.. 17
15.0 to 24.9 percent .....evvveunenen. 11
25.0 to 39.9 percent ................. 18
40.0 percent and over ................ 5
Total .eeiivveniiiiiennnienneennens 51

Commercial and industrial

Range of ratios .....civviiiniiinnnnn.. 5.2-70.0%

Number of states with ratios of:
Less than 15 percent ..........0...... 8
15.0 to 24.9 percent ...........e..... 16
25.0 to 39.9 percent ...........0n.... 10
40.0 percent and over ................ 17
Total .evieiiniiiieiennnneeennnnea. 51
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The size-weighted average ratios given in Ta-
ble 11 are designed to eliminate the bias resulting
from different turnover rates among various value-
size classes within each major-use group. This
typ2 of ratio is not available separately for sin-
gle-family nonfarm houses nor for commercial prop-
erties. In a number of states, ratios were not
computed separately for other than residential non-
farm properties because measurable sales were insuf-
ficient for application of this type of ratio on a
state basis. Where both the simple sales-based and
size-weighted ratios are available, relatively lit-
tle difference appears for most states for a given
major-use class. The conclusion should not be
drawn, however, that the rate of turnover is uni-
form among different size classes nor thzt they are
alike in assessment ratio. Numerous divergeacies
appear when assessed values of various categories
involved in measurable sales are studied :n detail
within a given state.

Summary

The assessment figures presented state by state
indicate marked variations in the base of the local
gener:” property tax. A similar pattern of varia-
tion - xists among taxing districts within many
states with respect to the ratios of assessments to
current market worth. With the increased attention
now being focused on the equalization of property
tax assessments and improved administration, it is
likely that many of the recommended changes will be
realized in the years ahead. Regardless of the pace
at which such changes occur, the general property
tax will most likely continue as the most important
source of school revenue from local sources.

Strengthening the Property Tax

The nonpartisan Advisory Commission on Inter-
governmental Relations (ACIR) has called the local
property tax system the "sick giant" of our domes-—
tic revenue system and has traced the '"fiscal path-
ology" to both individual and group property tax-
payer overburden systems.= The major overburden
situations for the individual property taxpayer,
according to the ACIR, stem from:

1. Over-assessment due to the lack of uniform
valuation practices--an administrative
matter; or

2. Below average family income that raises an
ability to pay issue.

6/ Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Re-
lations. State and Local Taxes: Significant Fea-
tures 1968. (M-37). Washington, D.C.: Government
Printing Office, January 1968. p. 7-9.

5

For the property taxpayers as a group within
a particular local jurisdiction, overburden arises
from:

1. Unusually high governmental costs due to
poor management practices;

2. An underdeveloped tax base due to the polit-
ical fractionation of the metropolitan
economic entity; or

3. An anemic tax base or extraordinary Jemand
or both caused by the heavy concentration
of poor people within the jurisdiction.

In an effort to reduce the inequalities and
overburden situations inherent in the present lo-
czl property tax system, the ACIR has made numerous
recommendations which have been summarized below by
category:

1. The selection of property tax assessors
should be made on the basis of professional ability
rather than via the elective process. This change
would help to overcome one problem inherent in the
process of estimating the market value of taxable
property.

2. In order to solve the conflict between
state laws which require full value assessment and
local policies of fractional assessment, officials
should be allowed to assess at "any uniform percent-
age of current market value above a specified mini-
mum level." However, the state must maintain a
policy of full disclosure of fractional valuation
policies, should conduct county assessment ratios,
and must allow the taxpayer to introduce state as-
sessment ratio data as evidence in equity appeal
cases.

3. Investigate the feasibility of providing
tax credits and/or cash refunds for property owners
and low income homeowners and renters. With this
program tax credits are allowed against the state
income tax liability for property taxes or rent
(over a minimum) paid. If the tax credit allowed
is greater than the income tax owed, the taxpayer
receives a cash refund for the excess of credit
over tax due..l

4. The allowance of homestead exemptions may
offer some protection from property tax overburden,
but it aids all homeowners equally, rather than
assisting the low income property taxpayers who
need it the most.

7/ For additional information see: National Edu-
cation Association, Research Division. "Easing Con-
sumer and Property Tax Burdens with Tax Jredits and
Cash Rebates.'" NEA Research Bulletin 46: 3-5; March
1969.

Prepared by
Joanne H. Bodley, Research Assistant

and

Linda Goodenough, Assistant to the Committee




TABLE 2,--GROSS ASSESSED VALUE (BEFORE EXEMPTIONS) OF PROPERTY
SUBJECT TO LOCAL GENERAL PROPERTY TAXAT1ON, 1966
(in millions)

Gross assessed value (before exemptions)
Locally assessed

State Total a:;z::ed Total Real Personal
property property
2 3 4 5 6
United States, total .eececeeceees $498,962 $41,592 $457,363 $393,193 $64,175
Alabama ceeeececcccecccsssrccccces 4,066 693 3,373 2,303 1,07¢C
Alaska ..eeececscsccccccccscssccs 1,300 cee 1,300 1,065 235
ATiZONA cieeevescccccccccessssces 2,373 568 1,804 1,452 352
ATKANSAS ceeeecccscccccccessssses 1,804 330 1,473 1,057 417
California ceeeeececcecesscccocsess 43,188 4,628 38,560 33,508 5,052
COlOTAd0 seeeeeccccccscccccccccces 4,232 473 3,759 3,180 579
ConNectiCUt .ceeecccccccsscccccss 14,173 ces 14,173 11,004 3,169
Delaware .c.eeececccccccccccccscons 1,738 cee 1,738 1,738 coe
District of Columbia ....cecccecee 3,538 cee 3,538 3,028 510
Florida .eeeececcccececccccssccene 31,239 274 30,965 26,928 4,036
GeOTZiA jeeereesccccccccccossssnes 7,310 646 6,664 4,658 2,006
Hawaiid/ oovvevnvnon ioovvmvnons 3,409 3,409 3,409
I1daho ceeeececcccecesccccsccascns %09 241 668 527 141
I11inoisk/ eieveeieeeeecscnceaes 39,848 1,207 38,640 31,072 7,568
InNdidand ceeeececccccccccccsssscses 10,182 1,053 9,129 6,412 2,717
IoWE8 ceeeecescscccctecccccercoces 6,347 704 5,644 4,793 850
Kansas ®ececccccsscsssesnscsscscsse 4,953 910 4’043 2,873 1,171
KentucCKY ciceececcceccsssesscnass 16,320 2,609 13,711 11,811 1,899
LoUiSi8N3 seeeevcccccscccccscsses 4,709 947 3,762 2,314 1,449
Maine ©00 0000000000000 0000000000 0 3,088 97 2’990 2’479 511
Maryland ccevececccceccccscccoces 12,975 2,704 10,271 10,091 181
MassachuSettS ceeececcescccccsses 14,979 203 14,776 13,817 959
Michigan .eeeececccccccccscccscecs 20,488 cee 20,488 15,774 4,764
Minnesotal/ ...eeeeeeneeenenoonn. 2,517 209 2,308 2,000 308
MisSSiSSIPPL teecececccccccccssees 2,007 437 1,570 1,063 506
MiSSOUrI ceieeeecceccccscscscoane 9.548 1,035 8,512 6,465 2,048
Montanab/ ..eeeeeeeeiennennnennes 824 178 647 409 238
NEDYASKA seeeeeccccccscsscccsoces 4,333 93 4,240 3,160 1,081
Nevada .eeeeeccccccccccscecscccee 1,631 252 1,379 1,213 166
New HampPShire .eceececescecscccess 2,431 cee 2,431 2,254 177
NeW JerSeY ceeecsscceccccccccccsse 28,431 107 28,324 26,767 1,557
New MeXiCO cececcseccccacccacaces 1,594 633 960 789 172
New YOTK ceencecccccecoccescccces 53,633 2,164 51,469 51,469, ces
North Carolind eeeeececceccccccces 13,621 468 13,153 9,325 3,828
North Dakotah? ecsecscsscsssscsese 693 81 612 472 140
Ohi0 seeeseccccccceccccccccconans 33,936 11,798 22,138 21,582 556
Oklahoma eeceecevescscccccscsscne 3,608 716 2,891 2,209 682
0regon .eeeeceesceccecccccconcces 3,534 415 3,119 2,663 457
PennsSylvania ceeeeccccccccccccces 17,336 cee 17,336 17,336 cos
Rhode IS1aNd .ceeeescesevecsccccse 3,253 coe 3,253 2,511 742
South Carolind eeeeecceccesscesecs 1,037 464 573 416 157
South Dakot8 eecececcesscscccesecs 2,393 139 2,254 1,678 577
3 TennesSSee cceeececccccccscccccnses 4,942 646 4,296 3,893 403
> TEX3S ceeeecscosscccscsssscscsnose 16,366 143 16,223 12,330 3,893
: Utah ceeeeccceccsscccccccssccscsns 1,541 479 1,061 804 258
Y Vermont ceeecececccscsccsscccccns 640 ces 640 561 79
1 Virginia ..ceeecceccccceccccccsces 9,834 1,035 8,799 7,284 1,515
3 Washington .eececccccccccccscsces 4,898 345 4,553 3,672 881
3 West Virginia ceeeececccecccccacee 4,915 883 4,032 2,510 1,522
) WisconSin seereeccssccccccccscaes 15,123 N 15,123 12,725 2,397
wloming 2808200909099 8202000%0°°0FF°Ee 1’175 584 590 391 199

Source:

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Values, Census of Governments:
1967, Vol, 2, Washington, D.C.,: U,S. Governmen: Printing Office, September 1968, p, 28,

Note: Recause of rounding, detail may not add to totals.

E77§11 assessment in Hawaii is performed by a state agency, but values are shown as "locally assessed"
for comparability with other states,

b/ Two sets of values are locally recorded for taxable Property in Illinois, Minnesota, Montana, and
North Dakota., The values shown here are the final valuations against which tax rates are applied.
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f TABLE 3,--TAXABLE ASSESSED VALUE OF THE PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE LOCAL GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, 1966
d (in millions)

. Assessed value subject to tax (after deduction of exemp:ionsg{)

State T . - fiate asse;s:i = Locally asiessed -
ota ail- ublic A Rea Persona
3 Total roadsh/ utilitiesh/ other Total property  property
: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g 9

3 United States, total .eeeeecseess $484,057 $41,581  §$5,102 $24,974 $11,508  $442,475  $378,920  $63,554
2 AlabaMA +eeececcocccsecsacnssacse 3,962 693 95 598 ees 3,268 2,303 965
: AlaSK3 ceeeeeccccccccencsscnssons 1,300 cee eee ves seecf 1,300 1,065 235
: ATIZONA 4ieveeeeeesccccccsccscnne 2,239 568 116 133 319 1,671 1,371 299
: ATKansas ..eeeeccsccccscccssscsse 1,804 330 67 264 1,473 1,057 417
> California .eeeeeecsssssccccccces 42,522 4,628 356 4,272 cee 37,894 32,843 5,052
3 C010Y3d0 eeevesecsccsccscscoscsce 4,232 473 92 381 eee 3,759 3,180 579
: CONNECLICUL 4yeseeoeosococssccone 13,881 13,881 10,777 3,103
: Delaware ..eeecccceccccscccccccce 1,730 cee cee cee cee 1,730 1,730 ces
: District of Columbia seeeeecccocas 3,538 cee seegf ees eee 3,538 3,028 510
F1lorida ...eececcecescsceccscsass 25,629 274 274 d/ eee 25,355 21,318 4,036

GEOTZIB ;eeeeseccesscccssccssccsne 5,938 646 88 558 eee 5,292 3,465 1,827

Hawail® oonenoeiiiiiiiieeieee 3,090 3,090 31090

1daho seseececcccccscscssccscsces 894 232 53 179 cee 662 522 140

3 1114n0i3f/ ..iiieeeeeeeenenneeees 39,848 1,207 576 N, g208/ 38,640 31,072 7,568
- Indiana .eeeeeccesscccsccssscsses 9,493 1,053 h/ 1,053 ves 8,440 5,748 2,692
X IOWA seseescescesccccescescscccne 6,225 704 97 607 vee 5,521 4,688 833
3 Kansas .eeeeeeesseccssscsscccsses 4,953 910 179 731 Y 4,043 2,873 1,171
g KeNEUCKY ceeeecoocccasccscccssoce 16,320 2,609 386 1,473 7517 13,711 11,811 1,899
3 LouiSiala 4eeeeeeeeeeesssccccanns 3,729 947 85 852 10@7 2,782 1,334 1,449
Maine .eeceececcnsccccsscsccccsee 3,048 97 ees eee 971/ 2,951 2,440 511

Maryland ceeeeecsccccccccsccccsee 12,975 2,704 61 1,685 958 10,271 10,091 181

. MassachusSetts ,.cceeccecccscsccss 14,501 203 coe 203 o 14,298 13,338 959
b Michigan ., ccececcccccccccccccacs 20,488 cee cee cee cee 20,488 15,724 4,764
3 Minnesota/ ..e.iiiierieceeneanen 2,517 209 ves 133 76~ 2,308 2,000 308
: MisSiSSiPPL ceveceeseccccsccccnee 1,528 437 52 385 eee 1,090 584 506
S Missouri ..ceeeecesscescccecccens 9,548 1,035 187 848 cen/ 8,512 6,465 2,048
: Montanal! o.nonnoveseereeeanens 824 178 49 70 59n 647 409 238
3 Nebraska .eeeeececeecsecsscccsccce 4,333 93 88 5 ces 4,240 3,160 1,081
- NeVAda ceeeeeeccccccsccscccscsccs 1,477 252 52 159 412 1,225 1,075 150
3 New Hampshire ..cceeececccccccccss 2,384 ces coe cee cee 2,384 2,208 175
( New Jersey .cceeeeccccccesccccsss 28,429 107 107 coe 28,322 26,766 1,557
New MexiCO veeecocesessosccocsoss 1,440 633 74 311 24 807 635 172

s New YOrK ceececcccoccccscoccosaoes 51,161 2,164 ves 2,164 ves 48,997 48,997 eee
3 North CaroliD8 eeceeecsecssccsses 13,621 468 148 320 eee 13,153 9,325 3,828
: North Dakota® ..ieeeeecececceces 693 81 37 45 seeq/ 612 472 140
4 Ohi0 seeeseecccvecccccssssccccans 33,936 11,798 704 3,706 7,387 22,138 21,582 556
3 0k1ahoma ,eeeeencessscssssccccnss 3,049 716 112 604 cee 2,332 1,757 595
; 0regon ceeeeeccecscsccsccsccccsee 3,454 415 58 356 eee 3,039 2,605 434
3 Pennsylvania ,..ceceenceccccccccs 17,336 coe 17,336 17,336
e Rhode I51and siveeeesecescscscasns 3,157 ees ves cer cony 3,157 2,436 721
3 South Carolinad ..eeeeeccccccsccecs 1,037 464 25 133 30 573 416 157
South DAKOLA seeeecscccsccccseccs 2,393 139 24 114 .. 2,254 1,678 577

Tennessee ,.ccecccceccccccccccnes 4,942 646 182 464 coe 4,296 3,893 403

3 TE%BS ceeceerccesccsccsscccascoss 16,366 143 32 101 1 i/ 16,223 12,330 3,893
P 1170 N 1,541 479 70 168 2428 1,051 804 258
g Vermont ..cecececcecsccecesccence 640 .oe cee cee cee 640 561 79
Virginia ..eeeeecccesccscccccccce 9,834 1,035 163 871 t/ 8,799 7,284 1,515

Washington ...eeeeceecccccccccses 4,875 345 59 287 ees 4,529 3,672 858

: West Virginia ..ceecececonscscccs 4,915 883 283 599 .o 4,032 2,510 1,522
4 WESCONSIN ceeeeeececseccecceceees 15,123 cee .es coe seng/ 15,123 12,725 2,397
b wyoming4!..'!"!"]_!'!!!"'!'!" L\l68 58(‘ 71 138 375c 58(‘ 387 197

Source:
U.S, Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. Taxable Property Values, Census of Governments: 1967, Vol, 2.
Washington, D,C,: U,S. Government Printing Office, September 1968, p. 29.
Note: Because of rounding, detail may not add to totals,
57—Fartia1 evemptions from the local property tax base apply predominantly to real property. Although reported for only
six states, homestead exemptions accounted for 60 percent of the nationwide total of partial exemptions in 1966,
b/ Includes state-assessed railroad or utility property only,
¢/ Mining property,
g/ Valuations of the public utilities are included with railroad valuations because separate data are not available,
g/ All assessment in Hawaii is performed by a state agency, but values are shown as "locally assessed" for comparability
4 with other states,
3 £/ Two sets of values are locally recorded for taxable property in Illinois, Minnesota, Montana, and North Dakota, The
3 values shown here are the final valuations against which tax rates are applied,
g/ Capital stock of domestic corpcrations,
h/ Railroad valuations are included with valuations of public utilities because separate data are not available,
i/ Distilled spirits in bonded warehouse,
3/ Watercraft and aircraft,
5/ Property in areas lacking organized town governments,
1/ Consisting of tangible personal property of corporations ($948 million) and distilled spirts ($10 million),
m/ Consisting of mined and unmined iron ore ($52 million), pipelines ($19 million), and taxable property of the
Minneapolis - St, Paul International Airport ($5 million),
; n/ Proceeds of mines,
v o/ Net proceeds of mines ($28 million) and bank stock ($14 million),
Consisting of mines (§175 million), oil and gas contractors equipment ($46 million), and shares of bank and trust
companies (527 million),
g/ Intercounty and corporate tangible personalty,
E/ Mostly textile and other manufacturing property,
Lands owned by the University of Texas.
t/ Less than $0,5 million,
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TABLE 4,--PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF TAXABLE ASSESSED VALUE OF THE PROPERTY
SUBJECT TO LOCAL GENERAL PROPERTY TAXES, 1966

State assessed Locally assessed
State Total Total Rail- Other public All Total Real Personal
roads utilities other property  property
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
United States, total ..eeee.. 100,0% 8.7% 1.17% 5.2% 247,  91.4% 78.3% 13.1%
Alabama ...eeeecescccsceccsess 100,0 17.5 2.4 15.1 cee 82.5 58.1 24 .4
Alaska ..eevecceccccsccscesss 100,0 cse cee eta .es 100,0 81.9 18.1
Arizona ,..eeseeescccsccceesss 100,0 25,4 5.2 5.9 14,2 74,6 61.3 13.4
Arkansas ..eeeeeseesssecsesses 100,0 18,3 3.7 14,6 cee 81,7 58.6 23.1
California ...eveeceseescsnss 100,0 10,9 0.8 10,0 cee 89.1 77.2 11.9
Colorado seeeeescsccscsssssss 100,0 11,2 2,2 9.0 cse 88.8 75.1 13,7
Connecticut ,,eeceeesesceecess 100,0 ces ces ces eeo 100,0 77.6 22,4
Delavire .sieecsessescecssesss 100,0 cse cee ceo ess 1020,0 100,0 cee
District of Columbia ..eee... 100,0 eee cee coe ens 100,0 85.6 14 .4
Florida ..eeeeecescecesccecees 100,0 1.1 1.1 cee cee 98.9 83.2 15.7
Georgia ..eeeesecccsssescesss 100,0 10,9 1.5 9.4 cee 89.1 58.4 30,8
Hawaii ,..ceeceecesesescssesss 100,0 cee ces cee ees 100,0 100,0 ces
I1daho ,ieeesecescescscceseess 100,0 26,0 5.9 20,0 ces 74.0 58.4 15.6
I11in0iS ,ievessesescesescess 100,0 3.0 1.5 af 1.6 97.0 78.0 19,0
Indianad .ieseeeesscesccecsssss 100,0 11,0 b/ 11.1 cee 88,9 60.6 28.4
Iowa ..ieeescecccscecseansesss 100,0 11.3 1.6 9.8 ces 88.7 75.3 13.4
Kansas ,.eeeeeeecccssesvesess 100,0 18.4 3.6 14.8 cos 81,7 58.0 23.6
Kentucky ..eeeeececcecscesaes 100,0 16,0 2.4 9.0 4,6 84,0 72,4 11,6
LouisSiand .ceeccecccscesssssss 100.0 25.4 2,3 22.8 0.3 74,6 35.8 38.8
Maine ...cceecececcscscscecsss 100,0 3.2 ces coe 3.2 96.8 80,0 16.8
Maryland ...ceeeeeeeceesseees 100,0 20,8 0.5 13.0 7.4 79.2 77.8 1.4
! Massachusetts ,,..ccceeeseese 100,0 1.4 cee 1.4 ces 98.6 92,0 6.6
. Michigan ...ecevececescceecsss 100,0 cee cee cee ees 100,0 76,7 23.3
A Minnesota ..ceeeesccescsseses 100.0 8.3 cee 5.3 3.0 91,7 79.5 12,2
Mississippi ..eeeveeecccscees 100,0 28,6 3.4 25,2 71.3 38.2 33.1
3 MiSSOUTi seveeseecccccesessss 100,0 10,8 2,0 8.9 ees 89,1 67.7 21.4
3 MONtana ,.eeeceecsescsssssess 100,0 21.6 5.9 8.5 7.2 78.5 49,6 28,9
3 Nebraska .ceseseececcscscesss 100,0 2,1 2,0 0.1 cee 97.9 72.9 24,9
3 Nevada ..eeeesecccscesscscesss 100,0 17.1 3.5 10.8 2.8 82.9 72.8 10,2
3 New Hampshire ,.cceseeeeeeeee 100.0 ces cee ces ees 100,0 92.6 7.4
2 New Jersey ,..eeeceeseeeceeess 100,0 0.4 0.4 ces cee 99.6 9.1 5.5 i
2 New MeXicO seevesescccecccsees 100,0 44,0 5.1 21.6 17.3 56,0 44,1 11,9
: New YOIk ..ceeeceeeccscecesses 100,0 4,2 cee 4,2 ces 95.8 95.8 ces ;
: North Carolina ,.....ceeeees. 100.,0 3.4 1.1 2.3 coe 96.6 68.5 28,1 :
g North Dakota ,,...ccee0eeeeee 100,0 11.7 5.3 6.5 cee 88.3 68.1 20,2 4
A Ohi0 .iieeseeeseeecssseseeess 100,0 34,8 2.1 10.9 21.8 65.2 63.6 1.6 3
3 0k1ahoma ..eeveveeeeseeeneaes 100,0 23,5 3.7 19.8 ees 76,5 57.0 19,5
: Oregon ...eeeeseesccecccessss 100.0 12,0 1.7 10,3 . 88.0 75.4 12,6
y Pennsylvania ,,..ccceeeeeeeee 100,0 ces cee ces «eo 100,0 100,0 cee
: Rhode Island ...cccecceeeeeee 100,0 ces ces coe eee 100,0 77.1 22,9
3 South Carolinad ,...ceeeeeeeee 100,0 44,7 2.4 12.8 29.5 55.3 40,1 15.1
4 South Dakota ....ccececeeseees 100,0 5.8 1.0 4.8 cee 94,2 70.1 24,1
Tennessee seessesss000s0sses 10000 1301 307 904 sse 8609 7808 801
3 TeXa5S ceeeecescsccscscsseases 100.0 0.8 0.2 0.6 0.1 99.1 75.3 23,8
3 Utah ceeiesssesececcssccessss 100.0 31,1 4,5 10.9 15.7  68.9 52.2 16,7
3 Vermont seeeesecececsccsssess 100,0 ces ces cee ees 100,0 87.7 12,3
; Virginia sieeseeescescssesses 100.9 10,5 1.7 8.9 a/ 89.5 74.1 15.4
; Washington ,...cccceceeeeeees 100,0 7.1 1.2 5.9 ces 92,9 75.3 17.6
3 West Virginia ...ceeeveeeeees 100,0 18,0 5.8 12,2 eee 82,0 51.1 31,0
3 Wisconsin ,.eeececcesecccesss 100,0 cee cee cee ees 100,0 84,1 15.9
] WYOming veeeeeeescecsscssseess 100.0 50,0 6. 1 11.8 32.1 50,0 33.1 16.8
F Source:
: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Values., Census of Governments:

1967. Vol. 2, Washington, D.C.: U.S, Government Printing Office, September 1968, p. 29,
Note: Because of rounding, detail may not add to total,

g a/ Less than 0,05 percent,
g g/ Railroad valuations are included with valuations of public utilities because separate data are not
1 Py

available,
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TABLE 5.--DISTRIBUTION OF GROSS ASSESSED VALUE BY TYPE AND MAJOR-USE CIASS OF REAL PROPERTY, 1966
Gross assessed value (in millions)ef
Locally assessed real property
Residential prgy-
State Sxore- Locally erty (nonfarm) Acreage Cormercial and industrial Other
assessed All Single- Vacant
assessed personal types family and lots property and unal-
prop:rty property Total houses faros Total Commercial Industrial locable
only
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
United States, total ,... $498,962 $41,592 $64,175 $393,193  $236,328 $196,654  $43,382 $10,242 $97,184 $60,040 §37,144 $6,045
Alahama secececsscescance 4,066 693 1,070 2,303 1,313 1,258 399 39 544 327 218 €
Alaska ceeeencesssscnnnee 1,300 cee 235 1,06 627 484 65 64 304 262 42 5
Arizona ceeeeecccececscne 2,373 568 352 1,452 992 921 101 51 304 174 131 22/
Arkansas ce.eeeecccsccncs 1,804 330 417 1,057 449 434 368 33 179 128 51 282/
California ..veeeescecess 43,188 4,628 5,052 33,508 20,367 16,242 3,208 1,243 7,706 4,696 3,010 984
COlOYaUO eeeecsessccsssss 4,232 473 579 3,180 1,884 1,686 398 51 791 581 209 582/
Connecticut ,.eeeceeessece 14,173 . 3,169 11,004 8,076 7,541 271 196 2,441 1,570 871 21
Delaware ceeeeesesccccsse 1,738 .es .es 1,738 1,141 1,036 135 34 423 249 174 7
District of Columbia .... 3,538 . 510 3,028 1,805 1,048 eee 160 942 860 82 121
Florida .eieeeeecescescsss 31,239 274 4,036 26,928 16,800 15,060 3,538 1,708 4,841 3,963 877 37
Georgia ,iieecessscoccnss 7,310 646 2,006 4,658 2,825 2,618 728 100 991 699 291 15
Hawail ceeeeeccccsccscces 3,409 .o .o 3,409 2,025 1,618 148 323 910 555 355 erc/
Idaho ceeessesscccccssses 909 241 141 527 153 151 182 7 171 58 113 132/
I11in0iS seeeececessacens 39,848 1,207 7,568 31,072 17,381 13,604 5,475 650 7,305 3,475 3,830 261
Indiana seeveecccccccsses 10,182 1,053 2,717 6,412 3,652 3,517 1,302 137 1,296 659 638 24
IOWA teeeescccsccccccacae 6,347 704 850 4,793 1,859 1,809 2,238 38 650 405 245 82/
Kansas cccececccessccccee 4)953 910 1,171 2)873 1)189 1,149 1,288 30 345 249 96 21
Kentucky eeeecesccccccces 16,320 2,609 1,899 11,811 6,437 6,213 3,227 143 1,956 1,373 583 47
Louisiana ceeeessceccssce 4,709 947 1,449 2,314 1,469 1,303 201 65 569 428 141 10
Maine ..ccceccccccccccnce 3,088 97 511 2,479 1,594 1,447 61 450 760 407 353 24
Maryland .eeeeecescsccces 12,975 2,704 181 10,091 7,160 6,311 706 157 1,985 1,277 708 82
MassachusettS .eeeecessece 14,979 203 959 13,817 9,596 8,407 181 313 3,686 2,621 1,066 40
Mich{gan .ieeeeeecocccss 20,488 . 4,764 15,724 9,623 9,057 1,164 519 4,276 2,138 2,138 101
MINNESOLa sesessecccccess 2,517 209 308 2,000 884 831 534 24 557 357 200 1
Mis8iSSiPPl ceveeccccccss 2,007 437 506 1,063 483 476 383 24 170 118 51 3
MisS0Uri seecesscescccces 9,548 1,035 2,048 6,465 3,714 3,369 i,110 105 1,523 987 536 12
Montans ccccecccccccccece 824 178 238 409 170 158 139 5 94 57 37 1
Nebraska ceececcccssccsscs 4,333 93 1,081 3,160 1,202 1,130 1,567 31 349 284 64 10
Nevada cesceccscccccccsce 1,631 252 166 1,213 662 550 106 60 374 290 84 11
New Hampshire ,.ecececceece 2,431 . 177 2,254 1,569 1,459 56 38 566 342 224 27
New Jersey ceeeececccecee 28,431 107 1,557 26,767 19,014 17,204 699 679 6,352 3,899 2,453 22
New MeXiCO seccecscccsses 1,59 633 172 789 484 473 135 48 i21 100 21 1
New YOrK eccceccscececcsss 53,633 2,164 .o 51,469 30,074 12,866 871 957 19,293 12,086 7,207 275
North Caroling eceeeccceccee 13,621 468 3,828 9,325 4,842 4,643 1,726 245 2,491 1,306 1,185 23
North Dakota eeececscocces 693 81 140 472 119 116 297 6 49 46 3 a4/
Ohio eeesscsecscssccccass 33,936 11,798 556 21,582 13,997 13,074 2,100 540 4,838 2,681 2,157 107
Ok1ahOma eeescecccccscces 3,608 716 682 2,209 1,288 1,249 563 37 319 244 76 2
0regon ceeeccesecsscecses 3,534 415 457 2,663 1,409 1,320 586 46 608 353 256 llc/
Pennsylvania ececccssccses 17,336 cos . 17,336 11,391 10,276 757 253 4,792 3,029 1,763 145=
Rhode Island ceeeecccsces 3,253 eoe 742 2,511 1,767 1,337 34 65 624 336 288 21
South Carolinad eececccses 1,037 464 157 416 177 172 68 7 162 37 124 i
South Dakota ececcessscsce 2,393 139 577 1,678 454 446 1,029 19 174 150 24 2
TENNESSEE ceseecccscsccne 4,942 646 403 3,893 2,350 2,175 477 91 961 635 326 13c
TEX8S ceccsccssccscssccss 16,366 143 3,893 12,330 4,791 4,502 1,559 230 2,589 1,303 1,286 3,16 o/
Utah cessvececcsccsacoces 1,541 479 258 804 507 482 77 19 153 119 34 48=
Vermont escecscssssccscae 640 cos 79 561 298 274 52 17 192 105 86 2
Virginia cececceccccceces 9,834 1,035 1,515 7,284 4,759 4,154 634 192 1,623 1,262 362 76
Washington ceecececsccces 4,898 345 881 3,672 2,098 1,949 612 132 813 519 294 162/
West Virginia eceeeesccece 4,915 883 1,522 2,510 1,429 1,386 365 51 591 308 283 74
Wisconsin ,ieeeeescscnces 15,123 . 2,397 12,725 7,763 7,458 1,362 216 3,359 1,883 1,476 25
WYOMING | .0eeeeacesscenee 1,175 584 199 39 215 211 101 S 70 49 20 4/
Source:
U.S. Department of Commerce, Buresu of the Census, Taxable Property Values, Census of Governments: 1967, Vol. 2, Washington, ».C.: U.S.

Government Printing Office, September 1968,

P. 28, 33, and 34,
Note: Because of rounding data may not add to totals,
a/ The distribution of locally asseased property by type is estimated and subject to sampling variation,

b/ The difference between "Total" and "Single-family houses only" may not be a reliable estimate for "Other residential properties,"”
g/ Consists mainly of separately assessed mineral rights,
d/ Less than $0.5 million,
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TABLE 6.--PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF GROSS ASSESSED VALUE BY TYPE AND MAJOR-USE CLASS OF REAL PROPERTY, 1966

Percent of all Percent of assessed value of locally assessed real propergyi/
assessed value . . Commercial and in-
State represented by All Residentia) Acre:ge Vacant dustrial property oth
locally assessed types property fan lots Total Commer~-  JIndus- ther
real property (nonfarm) arms otal cial trial
_ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
United States, total ... 78.3% 100,0% 60.17% 11,0% 2.6% 24,77 15.3% 9.47% 1,5%
Alabama .., ..cevreccennn 58.1 100,90 57.0 17.3 1.7 23,7 14,2 9.5 0.3
Alaska ,. iieeeeeiannnoen 81.9 100,0 58.9 6.1 6.0 28.6 24,6 3.9 0.4
Arizona .iivneveenencccee 61,3 100,0 68.4 6.9 3.6 21,0 12.0 9.1 0.1b
Arkansas .., .cce0eneecens 58,6 100.0 42,5 34,8 3.2 16.9 12,1 4.9 2.65/
California ,nececeneccees 77.2 100.0 60,8 9.6 3.7 23.0 14,0 9.0 2.9-/
Col0T2d0 .eirecenccerceee 75.1 100.0 59.2 12,5 P 24.9 18.3 6.6 1,89/
Connecticut ,...ececececns 77.6 100.0 73,4 2.5 1.8 22,2 14.3 7.9 0.2
Delaware ceueecececcccoces 100,0 100,0 65.6 7.8 2,0 24,3 14,3 10,0 0.4
District of Columbia ..., 85,6 100,0 59.6 coe 5.3 31,1 28.4 2,7 4.0
Florida .ieepeeeecececees 83.2 1000 62.4 13.1 6.3 18,0 14,7 3.3 Gc.1
Georgia ceeevscecencecoce 58.4 100,0 60,6 15,6 2,2 21.3 15,0 6.3 0.3
Hawdil eeeeonnionccoceces 100,0 100,0 59.5 4,3 9.5 26,7 16.3 10,4 serp/
Idaho .,eveeececcecccnaes 58.4 100.0 29,1 34,6 1.4 32.5 11.0 21.5 2.5b
I11inols eeernecveccccens 78.0 100.0 55.9 17.6 2.1 23.5 11,2 12.3 0.8—/
Indiara cecnocecconconsee 60.6 100,0 57.0 20.3 z.1 20,2 10.3 10.0 0.4
ToWa ceieenrccccerecconce 75.3 100,0 38.8 46,7 0.8 13.6 8.4 5.1 0.2
Kansas ,..iceccceeccccces 58.0 100,0 41.4 44 .8 1.0 12,0 8.7 3.3 0.79/
Kentucky vieeceeoneecencs 72.4 100.0 54,5 27.3 1.2 16.6 11.6 4.9 0.4
Louisiana ,...eceeccecces 35.8 100,.C 63.5 8.7 2.8 24,6 18.5 6.1 0.5
Maine .iececceccncconncee 80.0 100.0 64,3 2.4 1.6 30,7 16.4 14,2 1.0
Maryland .....cce0e0ceeee 77.8 100,0 71,0 7.0 1.6 19,7 12,7 7.0 0.8
Massachusetis ....ec0ceee 92.0 100,0 69,5 1.3 2.3 26.7 19,0 7.7 0.3
Michigan ceccecieeccccces 76,7 100,0 61,2 7.4 3.3 27.3 13,6 13.6 0.9
Minnesota ..eccecececceces 79.5 100,0 44,2 26,7 1.2 27.9 17.9 10,0 g/
MisSiSSipPi teeeeececcees 38.2 100.0 45.5 36.0 2.3 16.0 11,1 4.8 0.3
Missouri .. ieivceeeecne 67.7 1000 57.5 17,2 1.6 23,6 15.3 8.3 0.2
MONtana ...ececeeccnccces 49,6 100.0 41,7 34,1 1.2 22.9 14,0 9.0 0.1
Nebraska ceveececencecces 729 100,0 38.1 49,6 1.0 11,0 9.0 2.0 0.3
Nevada ..veeeecceccococes 72,8 100.0 54,6 8.8 4,9 30,8 23.9 6.9 0.9
New Hampshire .ceeceunees 92.6 1000 69.6 2.5 1.6 25,1 15.2 9.9 1,2
New Jersey .ceeecececcces 9.1 100.0 71,0 2,6 2,5 23,7 14,6 9.2 0.1
New MexXico ceveecvcoceocs 44,1 100,0 61.3 17.1 6.1 i5.3 12,7 2.6 0.2
New York .eeeeccecccnceee 95.8 100,0 58.4 1.7 1.9 37.5 23,5 14,0 0.5
North Carolina ......ee.. 68,5 100,0 51,9 18.5 2.6 26,7 14,0 12,7 0.3
North Dakrta .....ecceee. 68.1 100.0 25,3 62,9 1.2 10,5 9.8 0.7 0.1
Ohio ,4eieecceccnnccccnee 63.6 100,0 64,9 9.7 2,5 22,4 12,4 10,0 0.5
Ok1ahoma e..eveeeeccccees 57.0 100,0 58.3 25.5 1.7 14.5 11,0 3.4 0.1
OTegon ,ivieceeeeccenanas 75.4 100.0 53.0 22,0 1.7 22,9 13, 9.6 0.4
Pennsylvania .........o.. 100,0 100, 0 65.7 4.4 1.5 27,6  17.5  10.2 0.2/
Rhode Island ,..ceeceeeo. 77.1 100,0 70.% 1.4 2.6 24,9 13,4 11,5 0.8
South Carolinag ,eceeecee. 40,1 100.0 42,7 16.4 1.7 38.9 9.0 29.9 0.3
South Dakota ...ecceceee. 70.1 100.0 27.1 61.4 1.1 10.4 8.9 1.4 0.1
Tennessee ceveeeececccses ’8.8 100,0 60.4 12,3 2.3 24,7 16,3 8.4 0.3
TeXaS vevecevececccennnns 7.3 100,0 38.9 12,7 1.3 21,0 10.6 10.4 25.6%/
UEBh onvenomnoermroeronns 52,2 100.0 63.1 9.6 2.3 190 14.8 4.3 o/
Vermont ..¢.eeeeceecacace 87.7 100,0 53.1 9.3 3.0 34,2 18.8 15.4 0.4
Virginia ..cceeececececes 74,1 100,0 65.3 8.7 2,6 22.3 17.3 5.0 1.0
Washiriton ...cieeeeccees 75.3 100,0 57.1 16,7 3.6 22,2 14,1 8,0 0.5
West Virginia .........o. 51.1 100,0 56.9 14.6 2.0 23,5  12.3 113 3.0/
Wisconsin ,seeeeeececcnces 84,1 100,0 61,0 10,7 1.7 26.4 14.8 11.6 0.2
WYOoming seeecececocscsess 33.1 100,0 55.0 25,7 1.4 17.8 12.6 5,2 0.1

Source:

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Vaiues, Census of Governments: 1967, Vol, 2,
Washington, D,C,: U.S. Government Printing Office, September 1968, P. 29, 35, and 36.

Note: Because of rounding, detail may not add to totals,

a/ Data as to distribution of locally assessed property by type represent estimates subject to sampling variation,
Estimates that are relatively small in relation to state totals are likely to involve particularly high variation and
should be interpreted with particular caution,

b/ Consists mainly of separately assessed mineral rights,

¢/ Less than 0,05 percent.
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TABLE 7,--LEGAL COVERAGE CF MAJOR TYPES OF TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY
BY LOCAL GENERAL PROPERTY TAXES, BY STATE, 1966

State Comm:zglal Agricultural ig::gg:id Motor
¢ sonalt vehicles
industrial personalty property

1 2 3 4 5
30 2

ENg
~
£
o
{8

=

Number of taxing states seececcccces

Alabama .eeeesecscccccsscscvsecsscss
Alaska 0000000000000 000000000000000
ArizZona eeeeeeccccccccsccccccsssscs
ATKansas e.eeeeseccsccccsccsssscscces
California eeeeeseccceoscssscccsccce
Colorado eeeeesceencecsscccssscsscese
ConneCticut 0000000000000 000000000S
Delaware seceeccccceccscccccsscccss
District of Columbia eeececcsccccce
Florida seececececcccccscssscscccces
Geo"gia R Ry Y Y ¥ X
Howall secececcccccccccscscsscsccns
I1daho seeeevccsccccccccccesssssssce

IllinOiS 00000 0000000000000 00000000

Indiana 0000000000000 00000000000000
Iowa 000000 0000000000000000000000>

Kansas XX EFEXREERRNNEEEE N RN NE XERE RN NENNS

KentUCky 00000000000 PCCOIOECEOIPOIOOIOIOIOIOGIS
Iouj-sj-ana [ XX R EEERERNNEEN NN NN RN RN NN]

e e R R e R N R R R Nl I B N e N

&

Maine ceeececccccccccccssssssccccns
Mal‘yland 0000000000000 0000000000000
.MassaChusetts 0000 e0000000000cs0r e
MiChigan $©000000000000000000000000e
Minnesota seeececccccccccscsscccces
MiSSiSSiPPi 00z00000000000000000000

issouri 000000000000 0000000000000

Montana XX FY R RN NEEE RN N NE XN NN NN RN N
NebraSRa 0000000 2000000000000 00000

Nevada seecececcccscccccccsssscscsse
New HamPShire 0000000000000 00000000
New Jersey 000000000000 000000000000
New MeX1CO ceeeecccccoccccssscsccses
New YOrk cecececcvcccccccssscesccse
North Caroling .ceecececccceccccccce
North Dakot@ secececenrcecccccscccsn

Ohio [ FEFEENFNNENNEE RN N NE X NENEXNRENENNJ

Oklahoma seeeeecccvccccccsncccscsss
Oregon 00 0000000000000 000000000000
Pennsylvania R I Y Y Y R R
Rhode Is1land .eeceececcccecoccccsss
South CarOlina Co00000000000000000e
South Dakota eeeeececsccsccssccssss
Tennessee 0000 0000000000000 00OOCCCGES

&

e R R R R A R

(R

Texas 000000000000 00000000000000000

LGl
[N

Utah [ FX R EEEENNNEN N NN RENNNRRENRENXNENRNENRNNHN]

&

Vermont seeeececcccccsssssssccccces
Virginia 0000000000000 0000000000 00
W-‘!Shington 0000000000000 00000000000
West Virginia R rrrryyey
WisconSin ceeecocccsccccccssssscses

PLiavLIIN

TPed e xRN

HHHH!—]HHHHHHHMHHHHHMHHHHHHHMHMHHHMMHHHHHMHHMMHHHHHL-'H

HEHEEEEEs S sSlEaaEa A
MMHMHMHHHMHi—lt"l'l'dMMMHMMMMMHH.HHMMMMMMHHMHHMM:QMMMHMMHMF‘H

wyoming [ E X ENEENNENNENRRENRENNENENENENRENENSENNEXN]

: Source:
: U,S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Values, Census of Governments:
1967, Vol, 2, Washington, D,C,: U,S, Government Printing Office, September 1968, p. 5.

Note: T denotes legal taxability, E denotes exemption; L denotes local option; except in Virginia, the
option to exempt these items is exerc¢ised in most jurisdictionms,

g/ Subject to legal provisions for partial exemptions,

b/ Machinery is exempt,

c/ Television sets only,

g/ Machinery and equipment are exempt; livestock and poultry are subject to legal provisions for partial
exemptions,
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TABLE 8.--NUMBER OF LOCALLY ASSESSED TAXABLE REAL PROPERTIES, BY TYPE OF PROPERTY AND BY STATE, 1966

(in thousands)

All locally

M

— a— e

assessed R::ige?;::;a:;§£7 Acreage Comm?rcial and %ndus- O?her, com-

State taxable Sinnle-fame and Vacant trial properties bined, ani

oingle farm lots Commer- Indus- unallocable
real a/ Total ily houses roperties Total ial trial ti

oroperties only prog cia ri properties

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

United States, total ... 74,832 42,329 40,436 14,085 14,250 2,487 2,112 376 1,679
Alabama ...ceeccccccccccs 1,199 648 642 364 134 46 43 2 7
Alaskd ..eiieeeeeeeennnes 77 32 30 8 33 3 3 e/ ¢/

AYiZONA +eieeeecccoccocas 643 339 335 64 233 7 7 1 c/ 4/

ATKansas ,,...ececcccccece 1,441 335 333 569 429 31 29 2 78d/

California ,.eceeeecccccos 5,965 4,140 3,768 482 1,009 249 201 48 85&7
Colorado ,.eeecccccccscce 779 466 447 98 141 26 22 4 47
Conneclicut ..eevceceococes 838 644 631 32 127 34 30 4 1
Delaware ,..cececccccccsee 175 119 116 17 29 8 7 1 1
District of Columbia .... 146 120 109 coo 20 6 5 </ c/
Florida .eeeeeccccccccsccs 2,913 1,523 1,475 307 1,004 77 68 9 3
Georgia sieecececvcccnccas 1,318 813 793 269 133 52 48 7 1

Hawail .eevececececcccces 218 102 94 6 102 8 5 2 cesd/

Idaho .eeeececcccccacaces 295 133 133 109 38 13 11 1 Zg/
I11in0iS seeeeeoccccccces 3,806 2,170 1,962 714 724 109 80 29 89
Indiana ceeeeecececcccess 2,287 1,212 1,199 477 540 56 42 13 2
IOW2 teeeececcccccscncces 1,727 643 637 846 184 52 47 4 3

KaSas vuvevmmmmnseererns 1,389 591 586 509 236 26 23 3 268/
KentuckY .evececcccecccee 1,030 667 661 226 98 37 35 3 1
Louisiana ..eeecceccccccce 1,073 681 649 149 207 35 32 3 2
Maine ,i.eeececoccccccccs 453 277 268 78 76 20 14 6 3
Maryland .,.ceeececccccee 1,066 756 759 75 1/8 44 38 6 3
Massachusetts ,..eeceecee 1.900 1,326 1,226 84 391 93 82 11 5
Michigan ...ceeeccccccces 3,386 2,110 2,010 536 597 130 107 23 13
Minnesota ,..ceccecccccos 1,354 704 697 412 173 64 56 9 c/
MiSSiSSIPPi tuveeeecooces 812 351 350 328 115 17 16 1 c/
MiSSOUri ..ceececvcccccoee 1,826 987 967 512 278 47 39 7 3
MONLANa ..veeececccccccse 351 144 140 152 39 14 10 4 3
Nebraska ..eeeeccececccee 707 328 325 271 92 16 14 2 1
Nevada ,.eceeececccccccee 180 91 86 30 50 9 7 2 1
New Hampshire ,,.ccecvoes 432 261 256 84 67 14 13 1 6
New Jersey .eeeececcccces 1,999 1,436 1,402 53 390 119 104 15 E/
New MeXiCO veereccccccces 376 203 202 46 118 8 8 e/ 1
New YOrK cececceccccccces 4,076 2,860 2,295 341 626 240 195 46 8
North Carolina _......... 1,899 1,094 1,077 368 361 75 65 9 1
North Dakotd ...eceeececcee 459 98 98 265 83 12 12 1 c/
Ohio vteeececcccccsescacee 3,940 2,377 2,340 455 396 95 80 15 17
Oklahoma ...eeceeeeceocccee 1,565 704 702 340 501 19 17 2 1
0Ye8ON veeeevcncocccccces 835 481 475 183 v 25 21 4 4

Pennsylvania .eeeececcccos 3,822 2,79 2,710 282 527 169 148 21 519/
Rhode Island ...eeceeceecs 307 199 153 10 81 14 11 3 3
South Carolina ....cceceee 774 481 479 140 136 16 13 3 2
South Dakota ..ceecececces 525 143 142 309 58 14 13 1 1
TEeNNeSSEE ,.ceencvccccsee 1,313 752 739 342 190 27 24 3 1

TeXAS eseeneccccccccccssee 5,987 2,504 2,489 1,268 1,015 112 92 20 1,0889/

Utah ceeeiececceccccccacs 384 224 222 82 64 11 10 c/ 39/
VermoNnt .esecceccccccscss 188 104 100 30 41 11 9 2 1
Virginia seececeeccecccces 1,682 862 855 334 441 37 34 4 7
Washington e.eeececcceees 1,760 872 863 369 486 30 27 3 3

West Virginia .eeeeceececes 902 411 408 233 138 19 17 2 1019/
WiSCONSIN vieeuennennnans 2,146 929 923 810 318 88 79 5 c/
WYOming cececcecesccccces 108 77 76 18 10 3 3 c/ cf

Source:
U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. Taxable Property Values, Census of Governments: 1967, Vol. 2,

Washington, D,C,: U.S. Government Printing Office, September 1968.

Note: Because of rounding, detail may not add to totals.
a7 Data as to distribution of locally assessed

Estimates that are relatively small in relation to

should be interpreted with particular caution,

b/ The residual difference between "Total" and"Single-family houses only"

"Other residential properties."
c/ Fewer than 500 properties.

d/ Consists mainly of separately assessed mineral properties,

Table 6, p. 37-38,

property by tyve represer.t estimates subject to sampling variation,
state totals are likely to involve particularly high variation and

should not be taken as a reliable estimate for
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TABLE 9,--PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF LOCALLY ASSESSED TAXABLE REAL PROPERTIES,
BY TYPE OF PROPERTY AND BY STATE, 1966
All tocally Re§1dent1al proper- Acreage Commercial and indus- Other, com-
assessed ties (nonfarm)vs . .
and Vacant trial properties bined, and
State taxable Single-fam- €arm lots C - - ?
X ommer Indus unallocable
real a/ Total ily houses properties Total cial trial roparti
] _.Pproperties only properties
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
United States, total ... 100,07 56.6% 54,0% 18,8% 19,0% 3.3% 2.8% 0.5% 2.2%
Alabama ......ee0cecenonn 100.0 54,1 53,6 30.4 11,1 3.8 3.6 0.2 0.6
Alaska ..ceeveeiecccences 100,0 41.8 38,9 10,7 43,5 3.7 3.5 0.2 V7
ATiZON2 euerenccecococeos 100,0 52.7 52,2 9.9 36,2 1.1 1.0 0.1 2/9/
ATKansas ....eeececeseeee 100,0 23.2 23,1 39.5 29.8 2.1 2.0 0.1 5.4
California ....veeveeccees 100.0 69.4 63.2 8.1 16,9 4.2 3.4 0.8 1.42/'
Colorado ...ceeeeeeccoces 100.0 59.8 57.4 12.6 18.1 3.4 2.8 0.5 6.19/
Connecticut ,..eeccevcen. 100.0 76.9 75.2 3.9 15.1 4.1 3.6 0.5 0.1
Delaware ....ececececeoces 100.0 68.3 66.6 9.7 16,7 4.5 3.7 0.8 0.8
District of Columbia .... 100,0 82,1 74.5 cce 13.8 3.8 3.7 0.1 0.3
Florida ,.e.ceeecececoscs 100.0 52.3 50.6 10.5 34.5 2.6 2.3 0.3 0.1
Georgia veeerevecccccocces 100.0 61,7 60,2 20.4 13.9 4,0 3.5 0.5 0.1
Hawaii .....ceivennncnane 100.0 46.8 43.3 2.8 46.8 3.6 2.5 1.1 .es
Idaho eeceeoncecceconoans 100.0 45,2 45,2 36.9 12,8 4.3 3.9 0.4 0.89/
I11in0iS ceveeeencccccacs 100.0 57.0 51.5 18.8 19.0 2.9 2.1 0.8 2.32/
Indiana ..eeceececcecccas 100.0 53.0 52.4 20.9 23.6 2.4 1.9 0.6 0.1
IOW2 ceccececcsccconcacee 100.0 37.2 36.9 49,0 10,7 3.0 2,7 0.3 0.2
Kansas ...ecevevnooowewen 1000 42.6 42.2 36.7 17.0 1.9 1.7 0.2 1.9
Kentucky .eceveccvcccoces 100.0 64,8 64.2 22,0 9.5 3.6 3.4 0.3 0.1
Louisiang e.eecveeccccee 100.0 63.5 60.5 13,9 19.3 3.3 3.0 0.3 0.2
Maine ...eceecccecnccocce 100.0 61.0 59.2 17.2 16.8 4.3 3.0 1.4 0.7
Maryland eeceeeeeoccceces 100.0 71.9 71.2 7.9 16.7 4.1 3.6 0.5 0.3
Massachusetts ,...ccecee. 100.0 69.8 64.5 4.4 20.6 4.9 4.3 0.6 0.3
Michigan cesrevececcegane 100.0 62.3 59.4 15.8 17.6 3.8 3.2 0.7 0.4
Minnesota .,.e.eeeccceces 100,0 52.0 51.5 30.5 12.8 4.8 4.1 0.7 </
MissisSippi civvencceceen 100,0 43,3 43,1 40,4 14,2 2.7 1.9 0.2 c/
MiSSOUTL 4evvvevnoonccces 100.0 24,0 53.0 28.1 15,2 2.6 2.2 0.4 G.2
Montana ,.eeececcecececes 100,0 41,0 39.9 43,2 11,0 4.0 2.7 1.2 0.8
Nebraska ¢.neeecenececons 100.0 46,3 45,9 38.3 13,0 2.5 2.0 0.3 0.1
Nevada se.veceececonnceee 100.0 50.4 47.9 16,6 27.6 5.0 3.7 1,2 0.5
New Hampshire ,,eeeecceees 100.0 150.4 59.2 19.4 15,5 3.3 3.0 0.2 1.4
New Jersey veveeecececess 100.0 71.9 70,2 2.7 19.5 6.0 5.2 0.8 c/
New MeXico .eeveeccocces. 100.0 53.9 53.7 12,3 31.3 2,2 2.1 0.1 0.4
New York civeeveeececccccs 100,0 70,2 56,3 8.4 15,4 5.9 4.8 1.1 0.2
North Carolina ,..eceee.. 100,0 57.6 56,7 19.4 19,0 3.9 3.5 0.5 0.1
North Dakota veseessesss. 100,0 21,4 21,3 57.8 18,2 2,7 2,6 0.1 c/
Ohi0 teeeeeecccosccncacee 100,90 60.3 59.4 11,6 25,3 2.4 2,0 0.4 0.4
Oklahoma ...vevceeeceoecs 100,0 45,0 44,9 21,7 32,0 1.2 1.1 0.1 0.1
0TeBON veeverecenccnncoes 100.0 57.5 56.9 21,9 17,0 3.1 2.6 0.5 0.59/
Pennsylvania ....eeec00.. 100.0 73.1 70.9 7.4 13.8 4.4 3.9 0.6 1.3
Rhode Island ..veeeecces. 100,0 64,9 49,8 3.1 26,2 4,6 3.5 1,1 1.1
South Carolina ,..ec..... 100,0 62.1 61,9 18.0 17.6 2,0 1,7 0.4 0.3
South Dakota ,...ueccee.e. 100.0 27.2 27.1 58,8 11,1 2.7 2.5 0.2 0.2
TennesSee .oveeececoccese 100.0 57.3 56.3 26.1 14,5 2.1 1.8 0.2 0.1d
TeX8S seeenccovoncccccees 100.0 41.8 41,6 21,2 17.0 1.9 1.5 0.3 18.27/
Utah Leiceceecccccccconns 100.0 58.3 57.8 21,4 16,8 2.8 2.6 0.1 0.82/
Vermont ...eececccceccees 100,0 55.5 53.1 16.2 22,0 6.0 5.0 1.0 0.3
Virginia .eeceeeececcoces 1000 51.3 50.8 19.9 26,2 2,2 2.0 0.2 0.4
Washington ¢.ceeeeeceecec. 100,0 49,5 49,1 21,0 27.6 1.7 1.5 0.2 0.29/
West Virginia ...cececees 100,0 45,5 45,2 25.8 15.3 2.2 1.8 0.3 11.2
WiSConsin v.ceveceeessse.  100.0 43,3 43.0 37.7 14,8 4.1 3.7 0.4 c/
WYOMing seeececcceacsccces 100.0 71,1 70,8 16.7 8.9 3.2 3.0 0.2 0.1

Source:

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Values. Census of Governments: 1967, Vol, 2,
Washington, D,C.: U.S. Goverrment Printing Office, September 1968, Table 7, P. 39-40,

Note: Because of rounding, detail may not add to totals,

57_55ta @$ to distribution of locally assessed property by type represent estimates subject to sampling variation,
Estimates that are relatively small in relation to state totals are likely to involve especially high varjation and
should be interpreted with particular caution,

b/ The residual difference between "Total" and "Single-family houses only" should not be tuken as a reliable estimate for
"Other residential properties,"

¢/ Less than 0,05 percent,

d/ Consists mainly of separately assessed mineral pProperties.
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% TABLE 10,--SIMPLE SALES-BASED AVERAGE RATIO OF ASSESSED VALUE TO SALES PRICE, BY TYPE OF
. IOCALLY ASSESSED TAXABLE REAL PROPERTY AND BY STATE, 19665/
E All locally Residential Single family Acreage Commercial
assessed . nonfarm houses and Vacant and
State properties X . .
taxable real only (previously farm lots industrial
(nonfarm) . . .
: property occupied)b properties properties
3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
United States, fotal .... 32,6% 34,97 34,5% 17.8% 24 ,1% 33.9%
Alabama 0000000000 veesee 1907 2204 2203 808 1706 1100
AlaSka 0000000000000 8100 3505 8600 5109 6506 7000
Arizona .ieeceecccescccee 16.1 18,7 18.4 R.7 7.3 11.8
ATKansas ,eeeeeevecccccse 12,2 16,0 16.0 6.7 6.8 14,0
California .veeeeccecocces 18.9 19,7 19.7 12.7 15.4 18.2
Colorado .seeeeececcecnese 25.3 27,0 27.2 20.6 13.1 23.7 ]
Connecticut ,.eeeeecocoes 51.2 53.8 54,6 27.5 35.4 47.0 3
Delaware ..ceececccecccces 48.4 53.6 53.4 25.4 28,7 50,7 k
District of Columbia ..., 42.8 43.8 43,2 coe 30.5 39.5 4
F1oTida eeeevccvccccconn 68.9 78.1 78.3 32,0 44 .4 57.2 e
GEOTZia ,eeeeececoccccosces 34,9 39.3 39,7 13,2 22.1 24,5 F
Hawaii 200 0000000000000 57°3 6104 6204 26.7 45.9 55.2
IdahO 0000000000000 00000s 1100 1104 1104 907 10.5 10.4 A
I11inoiS ceeececcomsccses 41,2 41.9 41,7 28,6 30.7 54.3 1
INdianad ,.eecececceccccces 24,5 25.6 25,6 18.6 18.3 25,7 3
TOWa teeeeecescecccncenae 24,1 24,7 24,6 20,0 15.3 28.7
K‘ansas ©80000000000000000 18°8 19.5 19.4 14.3 1409 2400
Kentucky ceeecececcecoces 84.0 90.5 91.4 61.2 58.6 72.8 g
Louisiana ..eeeececscceess i7.1 18.0 17.8 10.0 9.7 18,2
Maine 0000000000000 00000 5008 5902 5806 1508 3902 6303
Maryland ®00000e0s000s00e 4306 5002 5001 18.5 28.6 44.5 J
Massachiusetts ceeeceeccoss 46.3 48,2 49,1 16.3 24,5 50,2 1
Michigan yeeeececceccscss 28.0 28,7 28,2 21,9 26,6 28,2 4
Minnesota seeeeeccccccces 11.2 10.8 10.8 13.3 8.1 14.4
MissSiSSiPPi seeeveccccecss 13.5 16.6 16.5 7.9 10.8 14,3 3
Missouri ee0coverscccssnoe 2504 2709 2706 15.5 19.6 26.9
MONtana .eeeecccscecsocces 11.7 13.2 13.3 6.5 10.3 12,4
Nebraska seeeccceccsccsce 28.5 31.6 31.8 22,3 17.6 23,5
Nevada 000000000 rcccscre 2503 2804 2904 1601 16.4 19.5
New Hampshire sev0e00svee 5308 55.1 54.6 31.6 32.4 64.8
New Jersey ®e0000cv0vvcce 6200 6509 6601 2703 4702 57.6
New Mexico R rss 1902 2300 2302 801 1104 18.0
New York 0000000000000 3501 3504 3109 1605 28.8 45.1
North Carolind eeeeeceess 48.0 53.3 53,1 23.9 32.1 52.6
North Dakotad eeecesceecss 11.6 11,5 11,5 10.3 9.3 16.1
Ohio SO0 000 0000000000000 00 35.3 37.1 37.0 23.9 25.0 3201
Oklahoma ©0 000000 OOGISLOOIOISLES 17.8 20"9 20.8 8.2 10.1 17.6
Oregon (LA AN N RN NN E N NN NN NY XY 20.2 21.7 21.8 14.1 14.6 19.5
Pennsylvania ceceecececcee 31.4 33.3 32.8 14,7 25.3 36.3
Rhode I51and eceeeceecccoccss 54.8 57.2 56,2 37.1 31.5 56,2
South Carolind seeeeceeees 5.0 5.3 5.4 3.6 4.3 5,2
South Dakota secececcccess 37.3 38.1 37.9 33.0 29,5 46,3
Tennessee eceseccvssssvose 2602 2809 2809 11.6 21.9 23.7
TeX85 seeevcessccsecccces 19.1 21.6 21,7 10.6 15,7 19.6
Utah 9@ 0000000000000 00000 15"‘ 16°1 1602 900 1208 1709
Vermont 00 0000000000000 31..” 34.2 32.8 21.0 28.5 35.2
Virginia e0c00000000s00es 290 3307 3304 1401 2501 2606
Washington ®eccecccerscoe 150 16.7 16.6 9.7 13.0 16.6
West Virginia eeecececsses 38.0 39,5 39,1 33.7 28.8 38,2
WisconSin 0000000000000 0 52.9 54.9 55.0 47.7 32.6 53.1
WYOMING veveecceccceccess 19.0 20,1 20,2 13.8 13.3 20.4

Source:

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Values. Census of Governments:
1967. Vol, 2, Washington, D.C,: U,S. Government Printing Office, September 1968, Table 9, p. 42-47;
Table 11, p. 74,

a/ These data are estimates subject to sampling variation.

b/ Excluded are new single-family houses not previously occupied,
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TABLE 11.--SIZE-WEIGHTED AVERAGE RAYIO OF ASSESSED VALUE TO SALES PRICE, 3Y TYPE OF
LOCALLY ASSESSED TAXABLE REAL PROPERTY AND BY STATE, 19662/

All locally Residential Acreage Vacant Commercial and
State assessed taxable properties and farm lots industrial
real property (nonfarm)b properties properties

1 2 3 4 5 6
United Statess/ ccccssses 30.8% 34,67 18.87% 23,97 35.6%5/__
Alabama ®ec0s00s0s00000000e 14.9 20.4 8.8 15.7 11.0
AlaSka ®0sscsssssssscsssse 77.59/ 83.6 51.9 65.6 S/
Arizona [ E RN N NN NENNNNYNNYN NN 15.4 18.2 8.7 7.3 12.4
ATKENSES ,.eeeccccccccces 9.8 15.3 6.8 4.9 14.9
California ..ceeevececces 18.7 19.7 14,1 15.4 18.4
COIOrado ®s 0000000000000 24.6 26.7 19.9 13.1 24.0
ConNecticut vecececcccoee 50.99/ 53,7 27.5 35.4 47:}
Deli}‘:»’:}?.'e senSdOOOOGOOIOIOOIOOSIOES 45.6 5106 25.7 28.7 C
pistrict of Columbia .... 42,2 43.9 cee 30,5 39,2
Florida ceeeececcccccsces 61,2 76.7 32.1 43,4 58.6
Georgia [EX RN R R NE N NNY N YN ¥ 24.3 31.2 13.2 22.2 24.5
Hawaii [ EEER NN NN N NN NY N NYY 55.89/ 60.2 26.7 45.8 g
Idaho LA N RN NN NNNNNNYNNENNNN) lo.l'g 11.3 9.8 10.5 g
IllinOis ®e0000000000s00s 39.3 41.9 30.9 30.7 56.4
Indiana es 0000 ss00s000000 23.4 25.4 19.0 18.3 25.9
Iowa LA N E N ENNNNNNNNNYNNNN) 21.8 24.7 19.3 15.3 28.9
Kansas 2900000000000 OBOBOGPSS 16.8 19.2 14.5 14.9 23.9
KentUCk}’ XX RN R RN NN W WY 77.0 89.5 61.2 58.6 72.8
IDUiSiana ®0e00cs0ssss00000e 15.3 16.5 10.0 9.3 18.2
Maine ®esccecoses000000000 50.1 53.7 15.8 39.2 63.3
Maryland 29000000000 0OOFPOGGS 43.2 50.2 18.5 28.6 44.5
MassachuSetts ....eeeceees 43,7 46,0 16.3 24,5 52.0
MiChigan I E R R E NN ERNNNY NN N 28.7 28.5 25.4 24.5 34.6
Minnesota 2900000000000 10.6—/ 9.6 11.4 8.1 14.4
MiSSiSSippi [ A X E R R NN NN XN X 10.8 15.0 7.8 10.8 S/
Missouri ®e00s0sss0000000 0 23.9 28.0 15.6 19.6 29.2
Montana ®0000000000000000 8.7 10.3 6.6 8.3 12.4
NebraSRa ®o00000000VOOOOS 251'1 30.3 22.6 17.6 23.9
Nevada ®0000000000000000 0 23.6_/ 27.8 16.1 16.4 19.5
New Hampshire .....eeece. 48,6 50.5 31.6 32,4 c/
New Jersey ®e0e00s0sss0000 60.9 M.B 2?.1 45.2 58.0
New MeXiCO ceeeeccccccess 15.6 20,1 8.2 11,4 18.0
New York ®00000s0s00000000 0 34.6 34.9 1602 25.3 47.7
North Carolind eeeeeceece. 40,6 47.6 26.8 31.9 52.6
North Dakota ...ccecccces 11,0 11,6 10.4 9.3 16,2
Ohio 20 H0O0OOOSOSIOSIOSOIOIOSIOSIOSIOIOOSS 34.3 36.8 26.() 24.3 32.6
Oklahoma L EE NN RN N NNNNYNNYN) 14.2 20.1 8.3 10.1 17.5
Oregon LE N NN N R NN NNNNN NN N N 18.9 21.7 14.1 1406’ 19.5
Pennsylvania seos0 00000 OOGS 31.1 32.5 14.7 25.3 37.8
Rhode IS1and .ceeeccccoss 55.3 57.0 37.1 31,5 57.6
South Carolind .enecesese 4,6 5.1 3.6 3.9 5.2
South DakOta see0ss0c0coe 34.3 37.8 32.1 29.5 46.3
TENNESSEe +eceecescosccsas 21,1 25,5 11.4 20,3 23.7
T € 000 0O0OOSOIOSOOIOSIOIOIOOOOOS 15.6 19.1 9.5 12.8 20.8
Us:}:s.................... 14.49/ 15.9 9.1 12.8 E/
Ver‘nont LR N N B N N NN NNN NN NWE I 27.5 27.9 20.6 28.5 35.2
Virginia [E XX NN XY NN R EW WY 27.4 32.1 13.5 25.1 26.6
waShington o000 0P00000000 14.7 16.8 10.2 12.3 17.2
West Vitginia ..eececeves 37.5 38.9 33.6 26,7 39.1
WisconSin 9900000000880 0)> 49'. . 53.9 35.3 22.6 55.3
Eyoming 000000 OPSIOGOSIOOIOGOOOS 17.4J 19.6 13’8 13@3 S/
Source:

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Taxable Property Values, Census of Governments:
1967, Vol, 2. Washington, D.C.: U.S. uovernment Printing Office, September 1968. Table 9, p. 42-47.

2/ These data are estimates subject to sampling variation,

b/ Excluded are new single-family houses not previously occupied,

¢/ In these states, size-weighted ratios and market values were not computed for commercial and
industrial property because of insufficient sales representation, Sales-based ratios have been substituted
in these cases for size-weighted ratios in calculating estimates of market value for United States total,




}
|

Pryestin

HED

EAS L L
e

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

16

TABLE 12,--SELECTED FEATURES OF PROPERTY TAXATION BY STATE, 1966

Number of Method of Constitutfonal and statutory assessment standardsb’ Conducts
Stace primary selectin Legal perfodic
assessing gé/ standard Valuation ccacept ratio
areasd assessors (rate) studiesk
1 2 3 4 S 6
United States, total .... 14,496 - -- .e- -
Alabard ,cececccccccccsns 67 E 30% Fair ane reasonable market value ---
Alaska eceeeesscscessecens 29 A 100c Full and true value in money m--
ArizONA ceeesescssccccces 14 E 18 -- 60'/ Full cash value ---
Arkansas seseecscsssscsse 75 E 202/ True market value in money X
California eesececssceces 58 E 20 — 25 Full cash value X
Colorado eeseecsssssssces 63 E 30 Actual value X
Connecticul ceeeeesessces 169 A&E Up to 100 Uniform percent of market value within local district ---
Delaware ceeeeecescscccae 3 A 100 True value in money e
District of Columbia .... 1 A 100 Full and true value in lawful money X
F1orida eeeesscccccsrcccas 67 E 100 Full cash value X
Georgid ceeesee-cscsssese 159 A 100 Fair market value -
Hawail ceceecccccsccncane 1 A 70 Fair market value or a percentage thereof b3
Idaho ceeeesccccssssccsas 44 E 20 Full cash value X
J11in0iS eeescecessascees 1,424 E 100 Fair cash value X
INdfaNa eeeecescocsscacne 1,009 £ 33-1/3 True cash value .-
JOWE ececccscscesssssssses 120 A 27 Actual value X
KansaZ seeseseeccscesceas 105 E 30 True value in money X
Kentucky eecescecssccssss 120 E 100 Fair cash value X
Louisiana sesececcccceces 64 E Not below 25 Actual cash value (land at not less than $1 per acrc) ---
Maine ceeeeecccscscssscee 492 A "Just value" At just value in compliance with the laws of the state X
Maryland seeeecccecccsces 24 A 100 Full cash value less an allowance for inflation X
MassachuSetts cseeeeevcses 351 A& Ee/ 100 Fair cash valuation b
Michigah seeeeeecscscsces 1,475 A & E¥ 50 Full cash value X
MinNeSOta eeseeecvcnscces 721 A Varies by class Market value X
MissiSSIPPL ceeeecccccces 82 E £/ 100 Assessed in proportion to its value ---
MISSOUTY sieeeseecccccnee 435 A&E 100 True value in mcrey .e-
Montand .ceeccescsscccccs 56 E 7 — 100 True and full value ——-
Nebraska eecececescssssss 93 E 35 Required to be valued at its actual value and assessed a* 35% ===
Nevada ceeeesesccccccccns 17 E / 35 Full cash value X
New Hampshire ,..ceccecee 234 A & EX 100, Full and true value in money X
New Jersey ,..eceececesse 567 A&E 20 — 100-/ Uniform percentage at true value X
New MeXiCO ,ieeeecscccces 32 E 100 Assessed in proportion to its value ---
New YOrK ceeeecccccccesse 990 A 100 Full value X
North Carolinad ,,..ceeeee 100 A i/ i/ True value in money X
North Dakota ,.eeeeveccces 1,772 A &E 50 Full and true value in money X
Ohi0 seeeesesscescccsccns 88 E 50 True value X
O0k1lahoma ,,ceeeeecececces 77 E 35 Fair cash value X
[12.4.7-20) 1 N 36 E 100k True cash value X
Pennsylvania ,,ceeeececse 67 A 10 Actual value (the price for which the property would sell) X
Rhode Island ,.veeesccsce 39 A&E i/ Full and fair cash value X
Scuth Caroling ,,.eeeceee 46 A 100 True value in money -
South Dakota eeeceescccsce 404 A 601 True and full value in money X
Tennessee ceeeeeseccccese 95 E 50—/ Actual cash value .
TeX3S cececcvanssnssscnce 254 E 100 Full and true value in money —
Utah seeceecsccccccscsaas 29 E 30, Reasonable fair cash value -
Vermont eecececssceccsces 246 A&E Up to 100 Fair market value X
Virginia ceeeececcceccces 131 A 100 Fair market value b3
Washington ,..eeeeecccecs 39 E 50 True and fair value X
West Virginia ,.ce0000000 55 E 100 True and actual value X
Wisconsin seeeececcccscss 1,834 A &E 100 Full value at private sale X
HYOMING 4eevecsococanscan 23 E n/ Fair value ---
Source:

Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations.,
Government Printing Office, Januzry 1968, p, 77-79.

State and Local Taxes:

Significant Features, 1368 (M-37).

Note: A -- signifies "appointed" and E -- signifies "elected,”

a7 U.S. Bureau of the Census,

Primary Assessing Areas for Local Property Taxation,

April 1966,
b/ International Association of Assessing Officers,

¢/ Depending on the class of property, effective 3/22/68,

d/ Between 20 and 25 percent of full cash value from 1968 through 1971, thercafter 25 percent,

5/ Appointed and elected, 216 municipal assessors; elected, 1,259 township assessors.

g/ Appointed, 1 municipal assessor; elected, 344 township assessors; appointed and elected, 90 county assessors.
Elected, 221 township assessors; appointed and elected, 13 mvnicipal acsessors.

h/ In a multiple of 10 as is established by each county board of taxation,

level of assessment is employed until action is taken,
i/ Uniform percentage, determined locally,

1/ Appointed, 356 municipal assessors; elected, 29 county and 1,387 township assessors.
k/ In 4th to 8th class counties, real property must be assessed at a predetermined ratio not to exceed 75 percent,

1/ To be attained by 1/1/73, with increasing percentages on the following schedule:

35 percent; 1972, 40 percent; 1973 and thereafter, S0 percent,
m/ At a fair value in conformity with values and procedures prescribed by the State Tax Commission.

Washington, D.C.:

U.S.

State and Local Government Special Studies, No, 50,

If a county fails to establish a uniform percentage, a 50 percent

1968, 15 percent; 1969, 25 percent; 1970, 30 percent; 1971,

R TN L T T A TV B (AL L
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Statewide Average Assessment Ratios for Ordinary Residential Nonfarm Property,
as Indicated by Measurable Sales During a 6-Month Period of 1966
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